
United States Patent and Trademark Office 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
United States Patent and Trademark Office 
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450 
mvw.usplo.gov 



APPLICATION NO. 



FILING DATE 



FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 



ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. CONFIRMATION NO. 



10/789,440 



02/26/2004 



Mathilde C. Brown 



02/17/2006 



22801 7590 

LEE & HAYES PLLC 

421 W RIVERSIDE AVENUE SUITE 500 

SPOKANE, WA 99201 



MS1-1494US 



5678 



EXAMINER 



PALADIN! , ALBERT WILLIAM 



ART UNIT 



PAPER NUMBER 



2125 



DATE MAILED: 02/17/2006 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 



PTO-90C (Rev. 10/03) 




United States Patent and trademark Office 



Commissioner for Patents 
United States Patent and Trademark Office 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



www.uspto.gov 



Lee & Hayes PLLC 
421 W. Riverside Avenue 
Suite 500 

Spokane, Washington 99201 



In re Application of: Mathilde C. Brown et al. ) 

Application No. 10/789,440 ) 

Filed: February 26, 2004 ) 

U.S. Publication No. 2004/0225952 ) 

Published: November 11, 2004 ) 

For: ARCHITECTURE FOR ) NOTIFICATION OF 

DISTRIBUTED COMPUTING ) IDENTIFICATION OF PRIOR 

SYSTEM AND AUTOMATED ) ART IN LATE PROTEST 

DESIGN, DEPLOYMENT, AND ) UNDER 37 C.F.R. § 1.291(a) 

MANAGEMENT OF DISTRIBUTED ) 

APPLICATIONS ) 

The protest filed February 9, 2006 under 37 C.F.R. § 1 .29 1 (a) was filed after the November 1 1 , 2004, 
publication date of the application. 

Because the protest was filed after publication of the application it is untimely and it is not being 
entered in the application file. A Notice of Allowance was mailed December 20, 2005 and the issue 
fee was timely paid on January 20, 2006. Furthermore, the protest was not served upon the applicant 
nor has protestor established that service was not possible as required by 37 C.F.R. §1.29 1(b). The 
original protest is enclosed with this letter and the duplicate copy submitted by the protestor is being 
discarded . (MPEP § 1901.06). 

If appropriate, Applicant may wish to consider submitting prior art from the protest pursuant to 37 
C.F.R. §1.97 and 37 C.F.R. §1.56 during the prosecution of the application. 
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